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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . The rejection to the abstract is withdrawn in view of the Applicant's arguments. 

2. The objections to the claims are withdrawn in view of the amendments filed 
7/22/05. 

3. The indicated allowability of claims 12 is withdrawn in view of the newly 
discovered reference(s) to Jacobs et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,594,628). Rejections based on the 
newly cited reference(s) follow. 

4. Claims 1-11, 13, 16, 17, 19, 22 and 23 are cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tel (U.S. 
Pat. 5,943,648) in view of Jacobs et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,594,628). 

As per claim 12, Tel teaches a system for providing automatic and coordinated 
sharing of conversational resources, comprising: 

a client and server comprising a local set of conversational resources 
(transmitting subsystem has a TTS converter and the receiving subsystem has a 
speech generator, Fig. 2, element 120 and Fig. 3, element 116); 
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the client also comprising a dialog manager for managing a conversation and 
executing calls requesting a conversational service (control applications output raw text 
in response to a user's request and sends and applies it to a speech generator with 
supplemental settings, col. 3, lines 48-52, 60-65, col. 6, lines 49-53 and Fig. 2 and 3, 
elements 114); and 

the dialog manager accessing the server to process the request (based upon the 
user's request the local device converts raw text to a parameter stream locally and 
transmits this stream to the remote device for synthesis, col. 3, line 60 to col. 4, line 6). 

Tel does not teach determining, at the client, if a request for a conversational 
service can be performed using the local conversational resource and automatically 
accesses the server if the conversation service cannot be performed using the local 
conversational resources. 

Jacobs teaches a distributed speech recognition system with both a local and 
remote speech recognizer that makes a decision if the inputted speech is a special 
voiced command and if so processes the speech locally on the client and if not the 
speech features are transmitted to perform recognition at the base station (col. 8, lines 
46-56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the system of Tel to make a determination if a request for a 
conversational service can be performed using the local conversational resource and 
automatically accesses the server if the conversation service cannot be performed 
using the local conversational resources because, as taught by Jacobs, distributing the 
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speech processing between the client and server would cut down on expensive 
communication channel access (col. 8, lines 28-45). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 14, 15, 18, 20, 21 and 24 are allowed. 

8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Claims 15 and 21 recite the combination of receiving a request for a 
conversational resource by a first network device, making a determination if to process 
the requested conversational services one of locally, remotely or both locally and 
remotely, communicating with the second network device to use the conversational 
resources of the second network device if it is determined to process the request at 
least partially using the second network device, wherein the determining comprises 
determining whether the local conversational resources are available for processing the 
requested conversational service, if they are available executing the requested 
conversational service using the local conversational resources, determining if the 
results from the local processing are acceptable and if they are not, automatically 
accessing the second network device to remotely process the requested conversational 
service. 

Tel teaches a method and program storage device for providing automatic and 
coordinated sharing of conversational resources between network devices, comprising 
the steps of: receiving a request for a conversational service by a first network device 
(outputs and performs TTS based on a user's information request, col. 3, lines 60-65); 
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determining by the first network device to process the requested conversational service 
locally and remotely using both the local and remote conversational resources and 
automatically communicating with the at least second network device, if it is determined 
that the conversational service will be processed, at least in part, remotely using the 
conversational resources of the at least second network device (based upon the user's 
request the local device converts raw text to a parameter stream locally and transmits 
this stream to the remote device for synthesis, col. 3, line 60 to col. 4, line 6). 

Jacobs teaches a distributed speech recognition system with both a local and 
remote speech recognizer that makes a decision if the inputted speech is a special 
voiced command and if so processes the speech locally on the client and if not the 
speech features are transmitted to perform recognition at the base station (col. 8, lines 
46-56). 

Neither Tel nor Jacobs teaches determining if the results from the local 
processing are acceptable and if they are not, automatically accessing the second 
network device to remotely process the requested conversational service. It would not 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
systems of Tel and Jacobs to arrive at the Applicant's invention. 
9. Claims 14, 18, 20 and 24 are allowed because they further limit the subject 
matter to which they refer. 
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Conclusion 



10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Dragosh et al. (U.S. Pat. Pub. 2005/01 31 704A1), Kanevsky etal. 
(U.S. Pat. 6,615,171), Joost (U.S. Pat. 6,327,568) and Besling et al. (U.S. Pat. 
6,363,348) teach alternative distributed speech systems. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Sked whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7627. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8:00 am - 4:30 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wayne Young can be reached on 571-272-7582. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). ^ N /' 
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